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By May 1 of each year the Department
of State will make formal decisions on
certification. The governments of all
nations that have requested certification
will be notified in writing of the
decision promptly through diplomatic
channels. In the case of those nations for
which certification is denied, such
notification will again state the reasons
for such denial and the steps necessary
to receive a certification in the future.

The government of any nation that is
denied a certification by May 1 may, at
any time thereafter, request
reconsideration of that decision. When
the United States receives information
from that government demonstrating
that the circumstances that led to the
denial of the certification have been
corrected, U.S. officials will visit the
exporting nation as early as a visit can
be arranged. If the visit demonstrates
that the circumstances that led to the
denial of the certification have indeed
been corrected, the United States will
certify that nation immediately
thereafter.

D. Special Timetable for 1999
The United States and the four

nations that brought the WTO complaint
have agreed that the United States
would implement the recommendations
and rulings of the DSB within 13
months of the adoption of the WTO
Appellate Body report by the DSB, i.e.,
by December 6, 1999.

Accordingly, the Department of State
hereby establishes the following
timetable to apply in 1999 only:

After the date of publication of the
revised guidelines, the government of
any harvesting nation that was denied
certification by May 1, 1999, may
request to be certified in accordance
with these guidelines in a written
communication to the Department of
State through diplomatic channels prior
to August 15, 1999.

Not later than October 15, 1999, U.S.
officials will seek to visit to those
nations requesting such certifications.
Each visit will conclude with a meeting
between the U.S. officials and
government officials of the harvesting
nation to discuss the results of the visit
and to review any identified
deficiencies regarding the harvesting
nation’s program to protect sea turtles in
the course of shrimp trawl fishing.

By November 1, 1999, the Department
of State will notify in writing through
diplomatic channels the government of
any nation that, on the basis of available
information, including information
gathered during such visits, does not
appear to qualify for certification. Such
notification will explain the reasons for
this preliminary assessment, suggest

steps that the government of the
harvesting nation can take in order to
receive a certification and invite the
government of the harvesting nation to
provide, by November 15, 1999, any
further information.

Between November 15 and December
6, 1999, the Department of State will
actively consider any additional
information that the government of the
harvesting nation believes should be
considered by the Department in
making its determination concerning
certification.

By December 6, 1999, the Department
of State will make formal decisions on
certification. The governments of all
nations that have requested certification
under the special 1999 timetable will be
notified in writing of the decision
promptly through diplomatic channels.
In the case of those nations for which
certification is denied, such notification
will again state the reasons for such
denial and the steps necessary to receive
a certification in the future.

The government of any nation that is
denied a certification by December 6,
1999, may, at any time thereafter,
request reconsideration of that decision.
When the United States receives
information from that government
demonstrating that the circumstances
that led to the denial of the certification
have been corrected, U.S. officials will
visit the exporting nation as early as a
visit can be arranged. If the visit
demonstrates that the circumstances
that led to the denial of the certification
have indeed been corrected, the United
States will certify that nation
immediately thereafter.

E. Related Determinations

As noted above, any harvesting nation
that is not certified on May 1 of any year
may be certified prior to the following
May 1 at such time as the harvesting
nation meets the criteria necessary for
certification. Conversely, any harvesting
nation that is certified on May 1 of any
year may have its certification revoked
prior to the following May 1 at such
time as the harvesting nation no longer
meets those criteria.
* * * * *

As a matter relating to the foreign
affairs function, these guidelines are
exempt from the notice, comment, and
delayed effectiveness provisions of the
Administrative Procedures Act. This
action is exempt from Executive Order
12866, and is not subject to the
requirements of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

March 19, 1999.
R. Tucker Scully,
Acting Deputy Assistant Secretary for Oceans,
Fisheries and Space.
[FR Doc. 99–7342 Filed 3–24–99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4710–09–P

TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY

Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, As
amended by Pubic Law 104–13;
Submission for OMB Review;
Comment Request

AGENCY: Tennessee Valley Authority.
ACTION: Submission for OMB review;
comment request.

SUMMARY: The proposed information
collection described below will be
submitted to the Office of Management
and Budget (OMB) for review, as
required by the Paperwork Reduction
Act of 1995 (44 U.S.C. chapter 35, as
amended). The Tennessee Valley
Authority is soliciting public comments
on this proposed collection as provided
by 5 CFR 1320.8(d)(1). Requests for
information, including copies of the
information collection proposed and
supporting documentation, should be
directed to the Agency Clearance
Officer: Wilma H. McCauley, Tennessee
Valley Authority, 1101 Market Street
(WR 4Q), Chattanooga, Tennessee
37402–2801; (423) 751–2523.

Comments should be sent to the OMB
Office of Information and Regulatory
Affairs, Attention: Desk Officer for
Tennessee Valley Authority no later
than April 26, 1999.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Type of Request: Regular submission.
Title of Information Collection:

Section 26a Permit Application.
Frequency of Use: On occasion.
Type of Affected Public: Individuals

or households, state or local
governments, farms, businesses, or other
for-profit Federal agencies or
employees, non-profit institutions,
small businesses or organizations.

Small Businesses or Organizations
Affected: Yes.

Federal Budget Functional Category
Code: 452.

Estimated Number of Annual
Responses: 2,600.

Estimated Total Annual Burden
Hours: 3,900.

Estimated Average Burden Hours Per
Response: 1.5.

Need For and Use of Information:
Section 26a of the Tennessee Valley
Authority Act of 1933, as amended,
requires that TVA review and approve
plans for the construction, operation,
and maintenance of any dam,
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appurtenant works, or other obstruction
affecting navigation, flood control, or
public lands or reservations across,
along, or in the Tennessee River or any
of its tributaries. The information
collected is used to assess the impact of
the proposed project on the statutory
TVA programs and determine if the
project can be approved. Rules on the
application for review and approval of
such plans are published in 18 CFR part
1304.
Wilma H. McCauley,
Manager, Information Access.
[FR Doc. 99–7295 Filed 3–24–99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 8120–08–P

OFFICE OF THE UNITED STATES
TRADE REPRESENTATIVE

[Docket No. 301–62a]

Implementation of WTO
Recommendations Concerning EC—
Measures Concerning Meat and Meat
Products (Hormones)

AGENCY: Office of the United States
Trade Representative.
ACTION: Request for comment; notice of
public hearing.

SUMMARY: May 13, 1999 is the deadline
for the European Communities’ (EC)
implementation of the
recommendations and rulings of the
World Trade Organization (WTO)
Dispute Settlement Body (DSB)
concerning the EC’s ban on imports of
U.S. meat from animals treated with
hormones. EC representatives have
indicated that the EC is unlikely to meet
this deadline. The United States Trade
Representative (USTR) is seeking
written comments on the action that the
USTR should take to exercise U.S. rights
under Article 22 of the WTO Dispute
Settlement Understanding (DSU) if the
EC fails to implement the DSB
recommendations by May 13, 1999.
DATES: Requests to testify at the public
hearing and written testimony for the
public hearing are due by noon on
Wednesday, April 14, 1999; the public
hearing will be held beginning at 8:00
a.m. on Monday, April 19, 1999; written
comments, in lieu of written and oral
testimony, are due by noon on Friday,
April 23, 1999; and rebuttal briefs, if
needed, are due by 5:00 p.m. on
Monday, April 26, 1999.
ADDRESSES: Room 100, 600 17th Street,
NW, Washington, D.C. 20508.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Sybia Harrison, Staff Assistant to the
Section 301 Committee, (202) 395–3419,
for questions concerning Section 301
procedures and submissions filed in

response to this notice; Demetrios
Marantis, Assistant General Counsel,
(202) 395–2581, or Ralph Ives, Deputy
Assistant U.S. Trade Representative,
(202) 395–4620, for questions
concerning the EC hormone ban or WTO
procedures; or Joanna McIntosh,
Associate General Counsel (202) 395–
7203, for questions concerning Section
301, this notice, or WTO procedures.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In
December 1985, the EC adopted a
directive on livestock production
restricting the use of natural hormones
to therapeutic purposes, banning the use
of synthetic hormones, and prohibiting
imports of animals, and meat from
animals, to which hormones had been
administered. That directive was later
declared invalid by the European Court
of Justice on procedural grounds and
had to be re-adopted by the Council,
unchanged, in 1988 (‘‘the Hormone
Directive’’). These measures became
effective January 1, 1989,
notwithstanding U.S. attempts to
resolve this issue bilaterally and
multilaterally, including through
dispute settlement under the General
Agreement on Tariffs and Trade
(GATT).

On December 24, 1987, the President
of the United States announced an
increase in duties on selected European
products in response to the Hormone
Directive and related measures, but
immediately suspended this action to
promote a negotiated solution of the
issue. [52 Fed. Reg. 49139]. The USTR
terminated the suspension of the
increase in duties in January 1989 when
the EC began implementing the
hormone ban against imports from the
United States. [53 Fed. Reg. 53115]. The
USTR subsequently modified the
application of increased duties on a
number of occasions.

Following entry into force of the WTO
Agreement on the Application of
Sanitary and Phytosanitary Measures
(‘‘SPS Agreement’’) on January 1, 1995,
the United States and, later, Canada,
proceeded with formal WTO dispute
settlement procedures against the
hormone ban. Prior to the establishment
of the WTO panel, the EC replaced the
Hormone Directive with another
directive that re-codified and expanded
the hormone ban. On May 20, 1996, the
DSB established a dispute settlement
panel (‘‘the WTO panel’’) to examine the
consistency of the hormone ban with
the EC’s WTO obligations. The members
of the WTO Panel were selected as of
July 2, 1996. On July 15, 1996, the USTR
terminated the increase in duties on
certain products of the EC that had been

imposed in response to the hormone
ban. [61 Fed. Reg. 37309].

On August 18, 1997, the WTO panel
issued its report finding that the
hormone ban is not based on scientific
evidence, a risk assessment, or relevant
international standards in contradiction
of the EC’s obligations under the SPS
Agreement. The Appellate Body issued
its report on January 16, 1998 affirming
that the hormone ban is not consistent
with the EC’s obligations under the SPS
Agreement. Specifically, the Appellate
Body concluded that the EC’s hormone
ban failed to satisfy the requirements of
Articles 3.3 and 5.1 of the SPS
Agreement because the risk assessments
that had been performed did not
support the ban on imports. In addition,
the Appellate Body found that there was
no risk assessment, as required by
Article 5.1 of the SPS Agreement, for
one of the hormones. At its February 13,
1998 meeting, the DSB adopted the
Panel and Appellate Body reports on
hormones.

The EC subsequently requested four
years to implement the DSB
recommendations, two years to conduct
additional risk assessments and two
years to revise its measures to reflect the
results of those risk assessments. A
WTO Arbitrator appointed to determine
the reasonable period of time observed
that the reasonable period should not be
provided to ‘‘demonstrate the
consistency of a measure already judged
to be inconsistent,’’ in response to the
EC’s arguments that it would need a
substantial period to conduct additional
risk assessments. [Para. 39 of the Award
of the Arbitrator, WT/DS26/15]. The
Arbitrator determined that the
reasonable period of time for
implementation was fifteen months and
would expire on May 13, 1999.

To date, the EC has taken no action
to implement the DSB recommendations
and rulings. The EC has made no
modifications to the hormone ban, but
rather has initiated seventeen new risk
assessments. In its status report for the
March meeting of the DSB, the EC
indicated that it does not expect to be
in compliance by the May 13, 1999
WTO-mandated deadline.

On March 3–4, 1999, U.S. and EC
officials held discussions in Washington
to explore options to resolve this
dispute. The United States presented a
proposal for labeling U.S. beef as a way
to address European consumers’
concerns. However, the EC indicated
that a resolution of this matter would be
conditional on the completion of the
additional risk assessments, which may
not be completed until sometime in late
1999 or 2000, and other regulatory
procedures.
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